
[1] Romans 14 Study 
Ponder this: IS IT POSSIBLE TO BE RIGHT AND STILL BE WRONG?  

[2] 1Now accept the one who is weak in faith, but not for the purpose of passing judgment on his opinions. 
2One person has faith that he may eat all things, but he who is weak eats vegetables only. 3The one who eats is 
not to regard with contempt the one who does not eat, and the one who does not eat is not to judge the one who 
eats, for God has accepted him. 4Who are you to judge the servant of another? To his own master he stands or 
falls; and he will stand, for the Lord is able to make him stand.  5One person regards one day above another, 
another regards every day alike. Each person must be fully convinced in his own mind. 6He who observes the 
day, observes it for the Lord, and he who eats, does so for the Lord, for he gives thanks to God; and he who eats 
not, for the Lord he does not eat, and gives thanks to God. 7For not one of us lives for himself, and not one dies 
for himself; 8for if we live, we live for the Lord, or if we die, we die for the Lord; therefore whether we live or 
die, we are the Lord’s. 9For to this end Christ died and lived again, that He might be Lord both of the dead and 
of the living."  Romans 14:1-9 

[3]     WE STAND UP FOR THE TRUTH AND TRUTH CAN'T COMPROMISE, MEET HALF WAY, OR 
BEND TO MEET NON-TRUTH.   With that said,  

● This is important because as God’s people, we place enormous worth on being right. Our salvation 
comes through truth. Jesus preached, “I am the way, and the truth, and the life; no one comes to the 
Father but through Me” (John 14:6). 

● No doubt, we should always and courageously stand up for truth.  
● [4] Fact, in every congregation, there are people with different opinions. How we treat those we 

disagree with because Jesus the Lord says it's His issue and some of these opinions are A-OK.  
● But However, is it possible to be right by truth and still be wrong? Is truth the only filter of how we treat 

others? Do the boundaries of our fellowship include only those who agree with us on every detail of 
biblical truth? Could biblical truth be divided into essential and non-essential truth? If it can be, how 
does one distinguish between them? 

● Romans 14 is insightful because to the above question it answers, “Yes, it is possible to be right and 
wrong at once.” Verse 1 reads, Now accept the one who is weak in faith, but not for the purpose of 
passing judgment on his opinions. 

● Here is the answer:  [5] We can be doctrinally right and be wrong in the exercise of our right and in the 
judgment of another man's opinion.  

[6]  TWO STAGES OF SALVATION DETAILED IN ROMANS 

● [7] The first stage deals with justification or the initial forgiveness of our sins.  
When we hear the gospel (Romans 1:16, 16:25, 26), having believed (1:17, 3:22, 3:28, 4:5, 4:24, 9:30, 
10:10), repented (2:4, 6:1-14, 8:5-8), confessed (10:9) and immersed, i.e. baptized (6:3, 4), we are 
brought into a saved relationship with our Savior. 

● [8] The second stage of salvation, we'll call the sanctification stage,  Paul called “walking in newness of 
life” (6:4), being “slaves of righteousness” (6:18), “sanctification” (6:19, being “according to the Spirit” 
(8:4) and “in the Spirit” (8:9), to name a few. Sanctification is the new Christian’s motive for living and 
the criteria for making choices. Romans 12:1 through 15:13 describe aspects of this stage. 



● We will call this second stage of salvation the sanctification stage, defined by Roy Lanier, Sr, in The 
Timeless Trinity, as “that process by which the Holy Spirit as the agent, using the word of God as his instrument, 
brings us into the likeness of Jesus Christ in thought, word and deed” (Roy Lanier, Sr., Timeless Trinity for Ceaseless 
Centuries , p. 402).  

● It is where the Christian begins his new life in Christ. In Romans 6:22, it is written, But now having been 
freed from sin and enslaved to God [the first stage of salvation], you derive your benefit, resulting in 
sanctification [the second stage], and the outcome, eternal life [the final end].  

● In the sanctification stage, there is room for diversity of people, at different stages of maturity, BUT 
ALSO room for diversity of personal beliefs and practices.  

[9] CONTEXT OF ROMANS 14 

● Here the epistle turned to two specific points of disagreement among members of the Roman church. 
These disagreements were threatening the unity of their fellowship and putting souls at risk. 

● [10] The theme of this chapter is best summed up by verse 19, So then we pursue the things which make 
for peace and the building up of one another. Clearly, what Paul had in mind was not settling the 
question of who is correct, but that in matters of opinion, which I will call “non-essentials,” practicing 
tolerance was critical. What Paul argued with chapter 14, is that it is possible to be on the right side of 
an issue, but at the same time, be unchristian in one’s stand upon the truth side of the issue.  

● The most important verses of Romans 14 for sound interpretation are the first three. 
● Now accept the one who is weak in faith, but not for the purpose of passing judgment on his opinions. 

One person has faith that he may eat all things, but he who is weak eats vegetables only. The one who 
eats is not to regard with contempt the one who does not eat, and the one who does not eat is not to 
judge the one who eats, for God has accepted him. (Romans 14:1-3) 

● So how can we see the peace/unity while having differing opinions?  
● [11] Keep ch 14 in context:  Romans 14 is talking about the keeping of private/personal opinions unto 

God which are not sinful and do not get bound on anyone else. The nature of opinion is that it is contrary 
to the opinion of others and is therefore divisive, and must be held privately and must be kept that way  

○ The way to be saved is not a matter of opinion and not under discussion in ch 14 
○ The corporate worship of God is not a matter of opinion and is not under discussion in ch 14 
○ The mission of the church is not a matter of opinion and is not under discussion. 
○ Therefore the matters of opinion are by nature divisive and therefore to be kept private in the 

mind and in practice. I know from experience that some people suggest that  
○ Therefore the "problem" of opinions does not enter into the corporate church.  

 

[12] There are a couple of concepts we must properly understand to sort out the meaning of the chapter.  

[13] 1st Concept: Stop PASSING JUDGMENT on mattes of opinion: "But you, why do you judge your 
brother? Or you again, why do you regard your brother with contempt? For we will all stand before the 
judgment seat of God", v10;  "Therefore let us not judge one another anymore", v13.  

● First, what does “passing judgment” mean? The expression, in the Greek, is a single word, defined as 
“distinguishing, discerning or judging” (Thayer, G1253). 



● In Hebrews 5:14, it is used, But solid food is for the mature, who because of practice have their senses 
trained to discern good and evil. The Greek word translated “discern” in this verse is the word and is 
noted by Robertson’s Word Pictures to convey the sense of “deciding between.” It is never used in the 
New Testament to describe a judgment of God, but a man’s. 

● Practically, it is difficult to know the exact behavior “passing judgment” in Romans 14:1 led to. Verse 3 
and 10, however, give us a clue. One party was treating another party with “contempt” (NASB). This 
matter of treating someone with contempt is used in Luke 23:11 to describe the manner of treatment 
Jesus received from Herod and his soldiers while under arrest. They were treating Him with contempt 
and mocking Him. 

● While no one today can know exactly how some were treating others with contempt in the Roman 
church, one thing is clear: There were brethren, the “strong” (15:1), snubbing brethren, the “weak” 
(14:1) with whom they disagreed about matters of non-essential truth or “opinions.” 

● [14] Here's the point: The church is being directed to leave people alone and stop judging those who 
have different opinions. This cease and desist order is give to the strong and the weak.  There is a certain 
time that the strong or weak, whichever you are, need to "chill out."  

● Since how to be saved, how to worship, and what is the mission of the church are not opinion, these 
things which are opinions we let continue if privately held and practiced outside of the church.  
 

SOME EXAMPLES OF UNJUST, DIVISIVE JUDGING - 3 examples by Bro. Floyd Kaiser 

● Bro Floyd Kaiser gave three examples of opinions that could be privately held being bound on others.  
● The snubbing might have been like what the apostle Peter did when, for a period, he withdrew himself 

from Gentile Christians (see Galatians 2:12). If Peter wanted to eat only kosher, he should have kept that 
to himself. But he violated Romans 14. 

● Bro. Kaiser tells of a time he associated with brothers in the Crossroads movement, a spinoff from the 
church, very divisive, very legalistic, and very evangelistic, where "this movement were very 
opinionated about how new converts were to spend their time, with whom they should socialize, how 
they were supposed to participate in church programs and how they were to interact with any 
non-Christian persons in their lives, including non-Christian parents."  I too have investigated this 
movement in Denver and in Minneapolis. They were more liberal when I investigated. But the legalism 
was still there.  MY view is that these Crossroads folks could bind such rules upon themselves and do it 
unto God, but when they began pushing their opinions on others, it violated Romans 14.  

● An old established congregation with long established habits and traditions hires a young preacher with 
a wife and children. He is a bible student, answering the hiring questionaire correctly, and so he's hired. 
But in talking with him, it becomes apparent that he's got opinions that vary from the local congregation 
and culture. Some Christians begins to snub him and he loses favor based on opinions. This is not fair 
and a violation of what Paul says in Romans 14.  

● This was the problem Paul addresses. Paul said the kingdom of heaven is not about eating and drinking. 
The problem was not eating or not eating meat, but the problem WAS how the “supposed” mature were 
treating those who did not agree with them in every detail of religious conduct. 

● Paul says to stop it. And this is again where Bro. Kaiser says there's a time that we just have to chill out.  
 
 



[15] 2nd Concept: MEANING OF “OPINIONS”  "Now accept the one who is weak in faith, but not for 
the purpose of passing judgment on his opinions." v1 

● The second issue of concern from the Romans 14:1-3 is what is meant by opinions. The Greek word is 
mostly translated in NASB with “thoughts” (3), “what...were thinking” (2) (NASEC, G1261). It refers to 
human processes and thoughts rather then what is written in the Bible. It would be represented by “I am 
thinking” rather than “It is written.” 

● In his commentary on Romans, Brother Lard translated this Greek word as “thoughts.” He wrote, “These 
thoughts are his own private opinions respecting things about which there is no command” (Moses Lard, 
Paul’s Letter to Romans, p. 413). Jack Cottrell wrote, 

● [16 my graphic] It is not a question of either/or, but both/and. Some aspects of the Christian life are 
governed by law; some rightly fall under the heading of freedom of opinion. Paul is discussing the latter 
category here. 

● Floyd concludes concerning Judging and Opinions, [17]  "The objective of Romans 14 is to promote a 
proper and even-handed interaction between all members of the church regardless of their individual 
positions on opinions (non-essentials). The matter of defining what is uncompromising doctrine and 
what would be classified as “opinion” is very difficult. The line between the two is not always exact. 
Prayer, wisdom, love and, especially, knowledge of the Word must all come together for this 
determination." 

[18] TWO IMMEDIATE ISSUES ABOUT ATTITUDES: WHEN THE RIGHT BECOMES WRONG 

● Again the two issues of conflict in Romans 14 are matters of diet and the special observation of certain 
religious days. 

● The verses dealing with diet AND holding of special days are the following. 
● [19] The one who eats is not to regard with contempt the one who does not eat, and the one who does 

not eat is not to judge the one who eats, for God has accepted him (Romans 14:3). 
● [19] For if because of food your brother is hurt, you are no longer walking according to love. Do not 

destroy with your food him for whom Christ died. Therefore do not let what is for you a good thing be 
spoken of as evil; for the kingdom of God is not eating and drinking, but righteousness and peace and 
joy in the Holy Spirit. For he who in this way serves Christ is acceptable to God and approved by men 
(Romans 14:15-18).  

● [19] Do not tear down the work of God for the sake of food. All things indeed are clean, but they are 
evil for the man who eats and gives offense. It is good not to eat meat or to drink wine, or to do anything 
by which your brother stumbles (Romans 14:20-21).  

○ Despite Jesus declaring all foods to be clean, Mk 7:19, Jewish Christians couldn't bring 
themselves to eat the bacon and they judged Gentiles for doing so. And despite the knowledge 
that God was the only God and meat was still edible though it was first ceremonially offered to a 
pagan god prior to being sold in the market, the converted Gentiles couldn't eat the meat  and 
they judged their brothers who saw no issue. Their conscience was still pricked that it was 
tantamount to sinning against God.  

○ Paul admonished Christians to not harm another's conscience by your knowledge. Paul said he 
wouldn't eat meat again, though he saw no problem with it, if it would damage another's 
conscience. 



● [19] One person regards one day above another, another regards every day alike. Each person must be 
fully convinced in his own mind. He who observes the day, observes it for the Lord, and he who eats, 
does so for the Lord, for he gives thanks to God; and he who eats not, for the Lord he does not eat, and 
gives thanks to God (Romans 14:5-6). 

○ Under the law of Moses were numerous special religious days such as the weekly Sabbaths, new 
moons, annual feasts and days of jubilee. These were observed by every faithful follower of 
Moses, including our Lord Jesus (see Matthew 26:17-19). Upon obedience to the gospel, such 
practices were so engrained that it took a period of teaching for Jewish new converts to be 
“reprogrammed” by the new covenant of Christ. It did not happen instantly as sanctification is a 
process and not a onetime event. 

● [20] Brother James Burton Coffman suggests that the controversy over diet was an “echo” of the 
Jewish-Gentile relationship in the church which the epistle to the Romans had already addressed several 
times (Coffman, Commentary on Romans, p. 466). The Jews, under the Law of Moses, adhered to the 
food-related commands found therein. Certain foods were unclean simply because God said they were, 
such as pork (e.g. Leviticus 11:7, 45-47). Furthermore, food sacrificed to idols was avoided because 
eating such food was tantamount to worshipping the false god to whom it was offered (see Deuteronomy 
32:37-38). 

● [21] In 1 Corinthians 8:9, he wrote, But take care that this liberty of yours does not somehow become a 
stumbling block to the weak.  

[22] TWO DIVISIONS OF LAW:  What you all must do, and what you may lawfully do as private 
observance.  

● [23 see my graphic again] To understand Romans 14, one needs to accept that the system of 
Christianity can be divided into two divisions: FIRST, those matters which cannot be compromised 
(referring to corporate belief and practice, DM) and , the essentials believed and practiced upon 
conversion and SECOND, those which can, at least for a time anyway, be compromised, depending 
upon the circumstances. SEE my graphic again.  

● When Jews were baptized and added to the church (see Acts 2:47), as is the case with any new convert, 
they brought with them some of their old beliefs. Some of these residue beliefs could not be fitted into 
the Christian faith and had to be changed (MY GRAPHIC SHOWS THAT UNITY IN THE 
CORPORATE CHURCH REQUIRES SOME 'RESIDUE' BELIEFS BE DROPPED) . For instance, 
sacrifices for atonement could not continue (see Hebrews 9:12). Therefore, a Jewish convert being 
exposed to the gospel for the first time had to be taught that animal sacrifices were not needed. This is a 
basic, uncompromising truth, which the person learning the gospel had to discard. Sacrificing an animal 
for forgiveness was not a gray area of Christianity. 

● However, some other beliefs and practices the Jewish Christian brought from Judaism were not as 
rigidly bound. This is surely what Paul had in mind when he wrote, To the weak I became weak, that I 
might win the weak; I have become all things to all men, so that I may by all means save some (1 
Corinthians 9:22). 

● Of course, Paul never did anything “unchristian,” such as commit immorality to reach those who were 
immoral, but he did engage in practices, non-essentials of Christianity which the truth allowed to be 



compromised [individually, privately] to achieve a greater good. He was “weak to the weak,” the very 
attitude he encouraged in Romans 14. 

● Likely, the situation of Acts 21:19-26, when Paul kept a Nazirite vow in Jerusalem (see Numbers 
6:13-15) would be an example of the tolerance of a practice not bound upon him as a Christian. Even 
though as a Christian he did not have to keep a vow, he did not refuse because it aided his greater 
objective of preaching the gospel among the Jews. As brother H. Leo Boles wrote, “Since the law of 
Moses contained some ceremonial rites, these could be observed for the sake of peace and harmony 
without violating a principle” (A Commentary on the Acts of the Apostles, p. 342). 

● The two controversies reported in Romans 14 were only examples where Paul encouraged the spiritually 
strong to tolerate and even go along with the practices of a Christian “weak in faith” (14:1). 

● [23a] Now I do believe that such differences of "opinions" didn't arise in only the first century. The 
principle applies today too and it calls for weak and strong Christians to "chill" and suspend the judging 
on these privately held beliefs and practices.  

[24] Weak and strong brethren - Knowledge versus Ignorance; not Liberty vs Legality 

● [25] Paul’s emphasis here was upon the knowledge of truth as being the distinctive difference between 
the mature and immature brothers. He wrote, However not all men have this knowledge [that there was 
no god but Jehovah God]; but some [the new and relatively untaught brother], being accustomed to the 
idol until now, eat food as if it were sacrificed to an idol; and their conscience being weak is defiled (1 
Corinthians 8:7). 

● Kaiser: "Paul, seems to me, to be defining the strong (or mature) as those who know the truth about an 
issue, but also how to live so as to not compromise the salvation of the less knowledgeable." 

○ I agree with Bro. Kaiser, and this made the condemned Jews in Galatians the weak ones. This 
made the Christians eating meat sacrificed to idols the strong ones.  

○ The controversy hinged not on the conflict between libertarian and legalists, but rather it hinged 
on knowledge verses ignorance. 

● Since knowledge is the basis for maturity on these matters, we need to "chill" a little to give time for 
people to grow in their personal and private practices.  Kaiser continues:  "Therefore, the mature, 
knowledgeable Christian does not have authority over the Lord’s slave. He can be a model (see 
Philippians 3:17); he certainly can teach with patience and love (see Ephesians 4:15, 1 Thessalonians 
5:14) and even rebuke (see 2 Timothy 4:2), but he does not have a right to become a lord to Jesus’ 
slave. Paul makes clear in verse 9, that Jesus bought and paid for his Lordship by his death and 
resurrection." 

● [26] Cautionary note:  Ignorance in the essentials is not approved and IS Judged.  
So don't fall into the trap that some have of thinking that ignorance about worship will be overlooked. 
Or that ignorance about obedient faith and necessity of baptism will be overlooked.  

[27] ARGUMENTS FOR TOLERANCE OF NON-ESSENTIALS: THESE JUDGMENTS ARE LEFT 
TO THE LORD : Both sides of opposing opinions are devotees of the same Lord. "For not one of us lives 
for himself, and not one dies for himself; for if we live, we live for the Lord, or if we die, we die for the Lord; 
therefore whether we live or die, we are the Lord's. For to this end Christ died and lived again, that He might 
be Lord both of the dead and of the living" (Romans 14:7-9). 



● [28] But you, why do you judge your brother? Or you again, why do you regard your brother with 
contempt? For we will all stand before the judgment seat of God. For it is written, "AS I LIVE, SAYS 
THE LORD, EVERY KNEE SHALL BOW TO ME, AND EVERY TONGUE SHALL GIVE PRAISE TO 
GOD." So then each one of us will give an account of himself to God. (Romans 14:10-12). 

● Seeing the obvious message to back off some on these matters, do we press every issue and force what 
we think/opinion upon others and leave no room for the other to stand before the Lord? This is a serious 
matter.  

● Jack Cottrell wrote, “Only the owner (Lord) of a slave has the right to sit in judgment on the slave’s 
conduct. In the church the only Lord is Jesus Christ (10:9); all Christians are equally his slaves. He alone 
is our arbiter and judge; we answer only to him” (The College Press NIV Commentary: Romans, vol. 2, 
p. 394). 

● Romans 14:7-9 teaches the Lordship of Christ for each individual Christian as being timeless and 
comprehensive.  

● On the Judgment day, The strong will stand before the same Judge as the weak. Brother Lard wrote we 
should see there are matters of judgment that are only for God to judge and we should repress the 
temptation to take it upon ourselves. (Lard, A Commentary on Romans, p. 421). 

[29] By judging a weak, less knowledgeable brother, his faith is put at risk. "Therefore let us not judge one 
another anymore, but rather determine this—not to put an obstacle or a stumbling block in a brother's way. I 
know and am convinced in the Lord Jesus that nothing is unclean in itself; but to him who thinks anything to be 
unclean, to him it is unclean. For if because of food your brother is hurt, you are no longer walking according 
to love. Do not destroy with your food him for whom Christ died" (Romans 14:13-15). 

● The weak might well add some non-essentials to their list of essentials simply because they do not know 
better. The non-essentials in Romans 14 were not eating meat and the observation of certain religious 
days. If the weak violated what they perceived to be an essential, they still believed they had sinned. 
That self-condemnation, Paul is saying could be as destructive as real sin. [30] Therefore, he wrote, Do 
not destroy with your food him for whom Christ died (14:15b). 

● It is important to note that in verse 14, when a “misinformed” essential is violated, as in the case of 
eating meat, “to him it is unclean.” The guilt for eating meat is within himself, the weak Christian, and 
not between himself and God. God does not reckon it as sin, but the weak does. This would be 
consistent with 14:22, 23. 

● The faith which you have, have as your own conviction before God. Happy is he who does not condemn 
himself in what he approves. (23) But he who doubts is condemned if he eats, because his eating is not 
from faith; and whatever is not from faith is sin. 
○ If you are strong and encourage the weak brother to violate his conscience, you have erred. The 

violating your conscience, even on a matter of non-essential, is still in the conscience doing it 
against God.  God can say, "still you thought it was sin, and you did it. What does that say to Me?"  

● Watch carefully. Paul stresses personal assessment rather than divine law as being the foundation of a 
perceived offense. He wrote, “your OWN conviction” rather than God’s law and “condemn HIMSELF” 
rather than God condemning him. If this is correct, the “sin” of verse 23 is a sin because of the weak’s 
own uninformed knowledge of the essentials rather than God’s law. Therefore, it may not be sin as we 
usually define it in 1 John 3:4 (not 4:5) , sin is lawlessness. Furthermore, in Romans 5:13, we are 



taught, sin is not imputed when there is no law. I must wonder, “Does the violation of one’s own flawed 
understanding of what is acceptable constitute sin against God?” 

● If a Christian violates his conscience about a matter which God classifies as a non-essential, what is the 
danger? 

● One danger is that it could open a floodgate to other sins which do amount to lawlessness and by those 
true sins—not just eating meat—a person’s soul is periled. 

● The second danger is described by brother Lard, “It is a sin because it is reckless and presumptuous – 
reckless, in being rash and careless – presumptuous, in being performed as to God without conviction 
that is right” (Lard, p 429). It is the defiance of God that condemns and not the act itself. 

[31] Judging the weak does not match the inherent character of the church. Therefore do not let what is 
for you a good thing be spoken of as evil; for the kingdom of God is not eating and drinking, but righteousness 
and peace and joy in the Holy Spirit. For he who in this way serves Christ is acceptable to God and approved 
by men. So then we pursue the things which make for peace and the building up of one another. Do not tear 
down the work of God for the sake of food. All things indeed are clean, but they are evil for the man who eats 
and gives offense. It is good not to eat meat or to drink wine, or to do anything by which your brother stumbles 
(Romans 14:16-21). 

● For the mature, to judge the non-essential practices of the weak and to treat them with contempt when 
they do not conform is not consistent with the character of the kingdom. The kingdom, it teaches, 
features “righteousness and peace and joy.” 

● Paul taught it is more important to be wronged, imposed upon, used, deprived of your liberty, than to 
exercise it and hurt someone you know thinks it is sin.  

● "It is good not to eat meat or to drink wine, or to do anything by which your brother stumbles" v21 
● So the character of the church is to love your brother.  

[32]CONCLUSIONS 

[33]1.  Preaching non-essential opinions as matters of doctrine is going to divide the church. Be careful.  

2. A list of examples of current opinions from which one can find various positions in the church are: 

1. Home-schooling verses public schooling. 
2. Parental discipline. 
3. Dress for church and everyday. 
4. Tattoos. 
5. Politics. 
6. Finances. 
7. Role of grandparents. 
8. Tobacco use. 
9. Interracial marriage. 
10. Procedures for Lord’s Supper. 
11. Versions of the Bible. 
12. Hand clapping. 
13. Celebrating Christmas or Easter. 
14. Procedures for worship. 



15. Recreational buildings. 
16. Youth ministers. 

[34]3. Teaching truth and the wisdom of God are non-negotiable and should not be avoided.  

[35]4. What are the essentials of Christian behavior? Two reasonable guidelines seem appropriate: Whether it 
is in the Bible and how clearly is it taught in the Bible? Sins that are clearly spelled out are to be clearly 
preached against, 1 Cor. 6:9-10  Or do you not know that the unrighteous will not inherit the kingdom of God? 
Do not be deceived; neither fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor effeminate, nor homosexuals, nor 
thieves, nor the covetous, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor swindlers, will inherit the kingdom of God. Any 
person with average intelligence should have no problem here. Stopping homosexual behavior for a Christian is 
an essential and should qualify as a test of fellowship. Baptism is addressed so frequently and plainly, it would 
be difficult to argue it is not an essential. 

● [36]Don't press matters on which the Scriptures are silent. We must assemble, Heb 10:25, but times and 
order can vary.  

●  
● [38]One rule of thumb I consider to be valid is that if one must resort to a study of Greek or Hebrew to 

prove a matter to be essential, it most likely is not. The Bible and God’s plan written therein should not 
depend upon one being a Greek scholar to understand. Paul wrote the Ephesian church about the 
mystery of God revealed in the New Testament, By referring to this, when you read you can understand 
my insight into the mystery of Christ (Ephesians 3:4). Anyone’s list of essentials which can only be 
proven by an in-depth study of Greek, should be suspect. The best tool of learning God’s will is simply 
the Bible itself, reliably translated into modern English. We should be able to READ and to 
UNDERSTAND. 

● [39]Tolerance of differences in the church is a clear biblical concept taught in Romans 14. Everybody 
who comes into the church does not come with a clean slate of religious expectations. Having grown up 
in the Lutheran denomination, instrumental music in worship still does not seem so pagan to me, even 
after studying the subject and reaching the conclusion that instruments in worship is wrong. 

● [40]The conclusion from what I learned from this study of Romans 14 is probably the most important 
for the church of our day, as well as Paul’s.  SOMETIMES THE BEST COURSE THROUGH 
CONFLICT OF BELIEF IS TO SIMPLY “CHILL-OUT!” All-out efforts to teach the truth which makes 
a distinction between essentials and opinions of Christianity is important. However, after all resources to 
these ends have been exhausted, differences will remain. No fellowship of the Lord’s church has ever 
accomplished a lock-step conformity in all aspects of truth. The study of the Bible, seasoned with the 
acceptance of some differences and with tolerance of one another, must continue. Working to seek the 
greatest good, the salvation of souls, must be the aim of every church leader. 

 


